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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This final office action is in response to the remarks filed 1 2 September 2008. 

2. Claims 27-32 are pending. Claim 27 is an independent claim. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

3. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

4. Claims 27-32 remain rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 01 because the claimed 
invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

The applicant discloses a "system for converting interactive Internet content 
(claim 27, line 1 )." This system comprises a plurality of means and data structures for 
storing data (lines 4-14). However, neither the means nor the data structures provide 
hardware components comprising a system. Therefore, this system appears to be a 
software system comprising functional descriptive material. Independent claim 27 and 
dependent claims 28-32 are therefore rejected as being directed toward non-statutory 
subject matter. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 27-29 and 31-32 remain rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kim et al. (US 7356530, filed 10 January 2001 , hereafter Kim) and 
further in view of Holland et al. (US 6507867, filed 22 December 1998, hereafter 
Holland). 

As per independent claim 27, Kim discloses a system for converting interactive 
Internet content to a form suitable for distribution to clients with a limited or non-existent 
return channel while preserving the interactivity of the content, the system comprising: 

means for selecting and partitioning one or more pages of interactive Internet 
content (column 4, lines 30-44: Here, a crawler crawls the Internet. Each obtained page 
is categorized and stored, including a page's interactive links) 

a Page URL data structure storing data for use in identifying pages of interactive 
content (column 4, lines 45-58: Here, a URL management system (UMS) is used to 
store a page URL in a hash table) 

a Page Partition data structure storing data for use in tracking partitions that 
make up a page of interactive content (Figure 1 , item 14: Here, the content of a page is 
stored) 

a Partition Link data structure storing data for use in tracking navigation data 
contained in a partition (column 4, line 59- column 5, line 3: Here, links contained with 
the page are stored. These links are used to navigate between various pages of the 
Internet) 
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Kim fails to specifically disclose: 

means for integrating data stored in the Page URL, Page Partition, and Partition 
Link data structures and partitions into a bundle; and 

means for distributing the bundle to a client device 
However, Holland discloses: 

means for integrating data stored in the Page URL, Page Partition, and Partition 
Link data structures and partitions into a bundle (Figure 7, item 740: Here, each of a 
Page URL, Page Partition, and Partition Link are components of a web page. The 
bundling web server obtains the referenced data pages and constructs a bundle. This 
bundle inherently includes a Page URL, Page Partition, and Partition Link) 

means for distributing the bundle to a client device (Figure 7, item 780) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to have combined Holland with Kim, since it would have allowed for 
efficient transfer of page components into a single packet. 

As per dependent claim 28, Kim and Holland disclose the limitations similar to 
those in claim 27, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Kim further discloses 
wherein the Page URL data structure contains data regarding the URL of the selected 
pages and a unique identifier for each page (column 4, lines 45-58: Here, a hash table 
contains the URLs of each page. The hash data structure contains a unique key, which 
is used to access and identify the corresponding value (URL)). 

As per dependent claim 29, Kim and Holland disclose the limitations similar to 
those in claim 27, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Kim further discloses 



Application/Control Number: 10/663,385 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2178 

wherein the Page Partition data structure contains a unique identifier for each partition 
(column 4, line 59- column 5, line 3: Here, the Page Partitions are identified based upon 
the hash key associated with the URL of the page from which the partition was 
extracted). 

As per dependent claim 31 , Kim and Holland disclose the limitations similar to 
those in claim 27, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Kim further discloses 
wherein the Partition Link data structure contains data regarding location and 
destination of each link in a partition (column 4, line 45- column 5, line 3). 

As per dependent claim 32, Kim and Holland disclose the limitations similar to 
those in claim 31 , and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Kim fails to specifically 
disclose wherein the coordinate system is selected from the group consisting of x-y 
coordinates, x-y-z coordinates, or polar coordinates. However, the examiner takes 
official notice that such coordinate systems were notoriously well known in the art at the 
time of the applicant's invention as providing absolute positions for display of data items 
within a web page. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the applicant's invention to have combined the well known location schemas with 
Kim, since it would have specified the absolute location of items on a web page. 

7. Claim 30 remains rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kim and Holland and further in view of Jeffrey et al. (US 2002/0083090, filed 27 
December 2000, hereafter Jeffrey). 
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As per dependent claim 30, Kim and Holland disclose the limitations similar to 
those in claim 29, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Kim fails to specifically 
disclose navigation including previous and next steps. However, Jeffrey discloses 
navigation between data items including previous item and next item (paragraph 0052). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicant's 
invention to have combined Jeffrey with Kim, since it would have allowed a user to 
easily navigate between data items. 

Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments filed 12 September 2008 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. 

The applicant's initial argument is directed toward the rejection of claims 27-32 
under 35 USC 1 01 . Although the applicant appears to argue that either the means for 
selecting and partitioning or the means for integrating data include some hardware 
component (page 2), the applicant has not provided support within the specification 
describing such means as being a hardware component. 

Further, the applicant argues that it would be recognized by one of ordinary skill 
in the art "that a processing means can be implemented in a processing device (page 
2)." However, the ability of the processing means to be implemented in a processing 
device does not explicitly require the means to be implemented in a processing device. 
The means may just as easily be implemented as software, which fails outside the 
scope of 35 USC 101. 
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Finally, although the applicant argues that software does not exist in a vacuum, 
but rather is embodied on physical processing components performing physical 
processing operations (page 2). The examiner does not disagree with the applicant's 
assessment that a computer program product stored on a computer readable medium, 
which when executed by a processor, causes a processor to perform the steps of the 
program is statutory. However, the applicant's claim language includes neither a 
computer program product stored on a computer readable medium, nor a processor or 
other hardware means capable of constituting a system. For these reasons, the 
rejection of claims 27-32 under 35 USC 101 is maintained. 

With respect to the rejection of claims under 35 USC 103, the applicant argues 
that the prior art of record fails to disclose partitioning an interactive document into 
multiple partitions (page 4). However, the applicant's claim language does not require a 
single interactive document to be partitions into more than one partition. Instead, the 
applicant's claim language merely requires partitioning one or more pages of interactive 
content (claim 27, lines 4-5). On its most basic level, this merely requires that one or 
more pages be partitioned, or separated from each other. It does not require each page 
to be partitioned into a plurality of different partitions. Instead, each web page may be 
stored entirely within a single partition. In this instance, Kim discloses partitioning the 
crawled web pages into partitions, each partition holding the entirety of a single web 
page (column 4, lines 30-44). Further, the applicant acknowledges the fact that each 
crawled page of Kim is stored within a single partition (page 4). Although the applicant 
argues that storing each web page within its own partition is not partitioning (page 4), 
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the examiner respectfully disagrees. Each crawled page is partitioned from every other 
crawled page. Therefore, the applicant's claim language of "portioning one or more 
pages of interactive content (claim 27, lines 4-5)" is met. For these reasons, this 
argument is not persuasive. 

The applicant further argues that Kim cannot disclose limitations such as 
categorizing and storing the partitions, as Kim fails to teach partitioning (pages 4-5). 
However, as the examiner explained, Kim teaches partitioning of web pages (see 
above). Therefore, these arguments are not persuasive. 

Additionally, the applicant argues that Holland fails to disclose bundling (page 5). 
However, the examiner respectfully disagrees. The applicant's argument is based upon 
the belief that the claim language requires bundles to contain several partitions from a 
single web page (page 5). However, as the examiner has explained with respect to 
Kim, the applicant's claim language merely requires the partitioning of several web 
pages by partitioning the plurality of web pages from each other. Based upon the use of 
the term partitioning within the claim, bundling related partitions, would constitute 
bundling related web pages. Further, Holland discloses bundling related web pages 
(Figures 6A-6B). Additionally, the applicant recognizes this teaching of Holland (page 
5). Therefore, based upon the applicant's claim language, Holland discloses the 
claimed bundling operation. This argument is not persuasive. 

Finally, the applicant argues that Jeffrey fails to cure the deficiencies with respect 
to Kim and Holland. However, Kim and Holland do not contain the applicant's believed 
deficiencies, and this argument is not persuasive. 
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Conclusion 

9. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to KYLE R. STORK whose telephone number is (571)272- 
4130. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday (8:00-4:30). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong can be reached on (571) 272-4124. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 

Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 

published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 

Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 

For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 

you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 

Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 

USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 

system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Kyle R Stork 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2178 

/Stephen S. Hong/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art 

Unit 2178 
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